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I have long felt the need for a vehicle of some kind that would afford a 
means for more informal and off-the-record communication with managers of 
stations, closed-circuit systems, and production centers. This is it. 

“President's Memo" will be issued at least once per month-and oftener 
when circumstances dictate. It is my intention to report regularly on matters 
of current concern or which I feel should be brought to your attention. Since 
this memo will not be distributed for general consumption, it will be possible 
to include a good deal more news-behind-the-news and suggest reasons, offer 
suppositions, and make predictions . I hope it will prove a usefukaddition to 

our communication resources. 

Philadelphia Afterthoughts 

This was the biggest NAEB convention (over 500 registrants, 38 exhibitors) 
and certainly the liveliest. Both conditions are a reflection of ever-in¬ 

creasing interest. 

When the questionnaires on the convention are returned, we will have a 
more precise reading, but even now it is possible to make some statements 

with confidence. 

1. There was overwhelming approval for the structuring of the convention 
in such a way that the Board met twice, with its decision-making session 
held after the convention and with the benefit of discussions at two business 
meetings, regional meetings, and interest group sessions—not to mention 
corrider comment and cocktail colloquy. This structure, for which Harold Hill 
gets the credit, was in response to comments of previous conventioners that 
“We didn't have a chance to talk," 4‘Everything was cut and dried decided 

before we got there,’ ’ etc. 

Well, this time there was a good deal more time to talk and unquestionably 
this talk had an effect upon the Board in its deliberations on Thursday. 

Encouraged by the success of this arrangement, the staff will employ the 
same plan at Milwaukee and extend it still further by giving the radio, closed- 
circuit TV, and TV station groups longer periods for the discussion of their 

particular interests. 

2. There was widespread interest in providing for a greater voice in 
Association affairs for closed-circuit operators and for individual members 
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favor of a single Board to developing NAlB into a JOTOU8 

or ACE) which would be an umDrella st™: TV stati0ns, EBN Network, 

special-interest groups or lona^Association/Educational Radio Un- 

P,lt, T," b, th. Constitution 

ship for voting by mail. 

Not To Keen Barping, But,. . . 

It is important that HEW obtain from all those planning to■ aPPjS^«™nt8 

f r ft\r facilities a record of what is being planned, how much ' 

and will not prejudice any filing of a formal application later 
have been appropriated and grant requests can be invited. 

f)nnthpr Union Heard From 

SsSSsS3" 
which video tapes a discussion program for a commercial static 

IBEW is not so concerned about the instant situation as it is about the 

developing3 pattern across the country whiclJ* * 

it has given to ETV stations . 

vr.r. Using NAEB TV Survey as Yardstick 

The imcortance to the educational community of the NAEB survey of the 

light; the commercial applicant must make a case to s ow 
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proposed service would outweigh the potential usefulness of the channel 

for education. 

A recent case in point is the Commission's action, despite a vigorous 

opposing effort by a commercial applicant, designating Channel 20 in 

Chicago as a non-commercial reservation. In its Report and Order the FCC 

states: “The substance of the remarks in favor of the reservation of Channel 

2 0 for educational purposes is covered by NAEB’s statement, ‘The necessity 

indicated by educators in Chicago for multiple educational channels in a 

single community is in accord with the majority of educators throughout the 

country, who reported to the NAEB that two or more channels were necessary 

to provide for the complex schedules, the added diversity of courses and 

the mushrooming types of services which could be afforded by school 

systems to the community at large. 

Channels 14 and 15 

The attempt by the Land Mobile Communications Section of EIA to obtain 

Channels 14 and 15 for mobile services is not being taken very seriously 

in Washington. NAEB, NAB, and holders of licenses or CPs for these 

channels are filing oppositions to the petition, but most communications 

people here feel the FCC is not likely to even schedule the petition for 

rule-making. Education’s stake in Channels 14 and 15: 3 existing stations 

or CPs, 6 educational reservations, 3 6 proposed reservations, 5 proposed 

added channels to be reserved. 

ASCAP May Move Against ETV 

President Adams, of ASCAP, has recently announced that, though up till 

now the Performing Rights Society has been granting free licenses to ETV, 

this situation is about to change, now that ETV is beginning to take on 

“substantial proportions .” It is quite likely that ASCAP will attempt to 

make royalty charges during the coming year for ETV and will probably ex¬ 

tend the demand to radio. 

Obviously, such an additional expense would place a serious burden 

on many educational stations. NAEB, in concert with other interested 

parties, proposes to inaugurate discussions with ASCAP on this matter to 

forestall such a development. If unsuccessful, exploration will be made 

of possible legislative remedies . 
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